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REMARKS 

The courtesies extended to applicant's representative 
during the interview of May 10, 2005 are acknowledged with 
appreciation. 

During the interview, the differences between the 
invention and the cited art were discussed. Specifically, the 
invention use as a photography enclosure to photograph small 
objects without distorting the color of the object was discussed. 

In the final Office Action dated January 10, 2005, the 
Examiner objected to the specification as not providing antecedent 
basis for artificial light transmitted through the nylon panels 
without color alteration. In addition, the Examiner rejected claim 
9 as the term "said two side panels, said two top and bottom 
panels'' lack antecedent basis. On a substantive note, the Examiner 
rejected claims 1, 4, 6-9, 11 and 13 as being obvious over Wan in 
view of Zwezdaryk and Taylor. Claim 3 was rejected over these 
references in further view of Gasperini and claims 5, 10 and 12 
were rejected over these three patents and further in view of 
Husted. Reconsideration of these rejections is respectfully 
traversed. 

Claim 1,- the only independent claim, recites a series of 
fabric panels being a lightweight color corrected translucent nylon 
material. Claim 1, as currently amended, more clearly 

distinguishes the present invention over the prior art by reciting 
that Applicant's color corrected panels provide a bright internal 
stage to fully illuminate a subject and keep the occurrence of 
shadows to a minimum while photographing the subject. A color 
corrected fabric has a well known, accepted meaning in the 
photography art. To support this position, the Declaration Under 
37 CFR 1.132 of Armin Lehning is attached to this response. This 
oath clearly sets forth that color corrected fabric does not alter 
the color of light passing through the fabric. Therefore, this 
amendment overcomes the rejection of the specification made by the 
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Examiner and also emphasizes the differences between the invention 
and the cited art. Color corrected fabric has use within the 
photography field. However, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
not use this type of fabric for a tent to be occupied by people. 
The fabric is translucent and does not provide privacy and also the 
cost of the fabric is not justified as it serves no purpose except 
in the photography field. 



The use of the color corrected fabric in the invention 



and as recited in the claims defines the invention over the prior 
art. Favorable action is eagerly and earnestly solicited. If any 
issues remain and the Examiner believes that a telephone 
conversation would resolve such issues, the Examiner is urged to 
contact the undersigned attorney. 



A two month extension of time accompanies this response. 



If any additional fees are due and owing, the Commissioner is 
authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 08-2455. 



May 18, 2005 

HOFFMAN, WASSON & GITLER, PC 
2461 South Clark Street 
Suite 522 - Crystal Center 2 
Arlington, VA 22202 
(703) 415-0100 



Respectfully submitted, 




Attorney's Docket: 05-0266 .AAF/bh 



